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THE REM ARKS 

Claims 1-51 were pending prior to entering the amendments. 

>■ AmeBdmepte 

>. > \\ m v v» \> add K j.p u i v. 

claim ! ! 1 > k 0. ! n o < , u\ao 

i s 5 ms is bund in the \pphea hx v n as 

follows: 

Claims A Page 7, in 12-10 

Claim 1.0 - Page 6. In 14-17 

Claims 27, 39 -Page 0, line 1 2-17 

Claims 15, 29, 43, 40-47 - Correct formalities. 

No new matter is introduced in any of the ahc droents w Bxai 

entei he aroc* m \ vomak ^ pphc«»!an 

\t i<. sndei 'A St < 
being indehmte for lading to partiabarly point out and distinctly elann the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

e eieaa ed by the i:A ? it '0 < h ? s , In A un > 

and 39. The Applicant respectfully assert that claims 1 and 39 are allowable with respect, to 35 

\ SC( > i ! s Pi ] 1 t I k 

least based upon an allowable base claim., with respect to 35 U.S.A. § 1 12, Second Paragraph. 
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I i n has bee*? amt ndcd to incorporate the limitation lhat "the .LUMt.?SM??}l©kM6 IS 
>< - 1 vi „ - jot i x 4iU>i > iL'cmlv j*h\MO,. I he 4P vv > 
i vable with respect to 35 1 S.i ^ 

> c sst based upo s v s 

respect to 35 U.S.C. §101. 

35 IJ.S.C. § 103(a) Rejections 

Claims 1 , 2, 4-6, 9, 39, 40-42, and 45-4? are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 

v > i - „ < S N I 1 \ '! tM < i S > *" i ,M 

Application Publication 2004/0224690). 

In response, the Applicant has amended the claim to recite as follows: 

A method of corn rod rag > < network, coa-prising: 

requesting i a mobile die tat ei to the net 

s iH I I 111! 1 t „ i (K \! v ' 

authenticating the identity; 

comparing the location Information against a policy designating locations, 4 
v v ' ^>mx t t ihv. \ ;K nd 

i „ -"Ot b S(.,v^ m.\ ^ •> t\ \W\s '^A o t v 

si ompaii>< u )i i t <> 1 i • s 
wherein the e, r< . information indicates the location of a rnriwork switch to 

v v ' s 1 , > )Vli v. > ' , 1 S 1 k 

association between a pariiealar port of the network switch and die physical location of 
v s i i i > ! n n i i ' ! <b k' w it 
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hu <. s j p.nocutar pun oi the netuotL sv,uch and too p ! r> steal toe anon o« • n i..Jgc d, <. ic\ or - 
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! >- 4 d ,! i < + : ss o \ These references do 

5, considered singly or in combination. Therefore, the 

M am i u > s v \ v s ^ 

i i ! i f , n s «. i ! v s ! v 

The Applicant also oilers the following remark relative to I ..iming nJS 2002 i 0055924 

S ' * ' \ v J 0 s \ * |S \ J u j i ! ^ I it 

< >sition o *■ iemei i I i ot t v < * e i 

- e ^ , m* [0159], 

Relath e So <. laira 39, c Mm J -9 h ; been amended and recites as follows: 



Applicant respectfully asserts \ 
( hoi i Ik ii d d pendent 
base claim. 



wo v systen c comprisi 

means t toques on ca idennw i t ; ot 
connect to the network; 

means for receiving the identity; 

'- S ! ! \! S tO* > s it S , v n t , 

to the client with the identity; 

t o ! nl wit ! ^ ' t 

\ s > „e r \ 5 ' h I > 1 * • it 

locations, if any, at which the client is permitted to connect to the network; 

means for deciding whether to grant or deny it*? client access to the 
^ >u> oi *b h> e, * > 

foeabon mfonrnuiorp and 

s twork management comprisii ver t 

sees aa .egphcaoen thee; penmo' a network admtntMmas \bo mean- in onhgnre 
la md sortwa igt to c i i 

i ^ 1 ! 'us the means fm < „' 
means tor authentication and the means for switching, 
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wherein ih« i etv o sj stem fun m ct npri t a meat sfo etworh 
aw-w^w st ^ iCt'M kricaib ,r 'l » nanaax n,o > « e .a,. 

Ibr authenticating. 

o % - ^ i aoml- j ■> _ei 

network, or (a > Obectb co-anaei.s to the means ;W sohchtne. ana dbccoa e>mneeH 
io she mean-, ibr aiHUcintcauon. 

!> earns *> r ( ( a i i u i x 

bypassed. 

f v ^ v i s ,w A k < ( asm 

\ J v ^ ! v. O 5 ,S StC! \ ! jj \ 

>• ^ 1 v t K "! , , > n v< * » 

^ - - c \rw. ic^ both Terence centum Osat th ^ ^ , - an; nam eannav ore n< 
^ v x - i\i o h u um 

i herenao the Applicant respectfully asserts that amended claim I is no;vobvioos over 
Stewart, in view of Choi, The associated dependent claims are therefore allowable at least based 
upon an allowable base claim. 

v ! ns aid 43 ne rejected nndet ^5 l l S C § 103(a) c^, 1 ^ f - >> 
over Stewart in view of Choi, further in view of Funk (Funk Software, "Comprehensive 
KADIUS/AAA Solution ibr the Global Enterprise", 2/22/2003, pp. 1-6}. 

Claims 3, ?, and 43 are dependent on claims 1 and 39. Therefore, these claims are 
it v a; a \ aA i iw claim 

Claims 8, 44, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S C 1 103(a) as ; ! 
unpatentable over Stewart in view of Choi, further in view of Liming (U.S. Patent Application 
Pnhboahon bP<C" OnAAM?. 

Claims 8, 14, an 1 48 are dependent on claims I and 3 > I Ix ? -tow, the s claims are 
-> ■- v i h vfo!iiu 
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i 1 er Slew i view of Tomnen s } < ^ > < < 
Publication 2005/01 49443). 

Claim 10 has been amended to add the element, "a network manager comprising an 
wherein the apphcaU s <. s 

create and update a policy table in the authentication server". In this regard: 
elcwigofobsll/ 

_> ! -iUvCic AT 1 ' 

heroforc sve do not disclose thess. \ *etw i The 

^ x w< s - s <-\.> ided claim 10 is non-obvious over Stewart, mview of 

i wi-vm c] ehnaw am 'hcrci vi! s \ , u 

allowable base claim. 

Chums • ?< ^ ' ami"! i ae reieeted unde fot v c v \ 

•unpatentable over Stewart in view of 1 orvinen, further in view of Kwan (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2004/02551 54). 

c'Lsm , !ve<wmvf\k V\mK> 

• ^ r ih ^ < apahle oi con i a * 

user stations over one or snore wireless channels; 

one or more network switches; 

a first application running on the one or more network switches, for 
s n ? > i ntHies trorn the user stat is a - ssoc at i 
v\ a <> ! a juunnw I c d >f thtmtatmn nkmnlvs 

sn authe aiion server for dec n bother to gra t . n use? 

information; and; 

vtv v m prisint aservt tha i ms m uppl ca >n that 

v u \ s. n ' s " Uu <o to nm a > t > i 1 s ! 
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software images stored in the one or more switches; and 

a network that connects the network manager, the authentication server 
and the one or more switches, 

o i s \ > o u i v either < I "i >.-,<mk\w. so sro ncownl >>; ■ ? ! 
m. Me wiwiv -"I * w ! 

> N * vi 

whereby when the network manager directly connects to the one or more 
switches and the authentication server, the network is bypassed. 

m " v ^ ', , J, i i^vHsKi i o 

^vu !\ \ o r - " i N > m ! • ..^ \i t^.vrk m,cugepkni • a ino lut^'ith 

^ v. a. , n u i Is i K i > v ^ ! i s s x >x 

A review of both reference confirm * these rsenvork management features are not disclosed, 
^ ^ dv-oe -anno - c oVn.v 

fhereibre 1 vpp 1 tsserts that amended c in 2? is non~o onso^ 

8 ! t vx« "'Ti km i i ! ' t. >v v i e v > ^ ^ 

v niarl claims I! and 20 are k c base cia 

is allowable as noted above 

i iras and 19 u rejected n aL, ^ I s t v \ 1 j jn'.l . ! s x * an , 
en m -> ev> ari n\ iev< o! I on inen, * art her in view of Liming. 

\ « lowah c at k<s1 , wd>St base 

claim. 

(i I aims 23,25. and 26 are rejected under 35 c ' ha >» a I 
>t a ■> n s u^i ion nen *urher uv.ouoli uoa 

^ , «. ! i i I ih i ' ^ > ) ' 

claim. 
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Claim 30 is reje< ted under 35 ( .S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over 
\ e aiiher in view of Liming. 

I t n hum is therefore allowable at Kw*4 upe. i t> < > ! e? 

U'iii» ^ ^ n kvL'J undci N *. i ba> sail g.a\ n 
Stewart in view ofl'orvinen and Kwan, further in view of Funk. 

Fhis depend* c allowable at least based 3 

\* < ^ ~\ «s iv\ttJu% > i s( ^lOua^a- 1 th \ ^ N s m 
Stewart, in view ofl'orvinen. further in view of Tan (U.S. Patent Application Publication 
2001/0045451). 

fins oepetuv!\ . s ore allowable at c 1 i 1 u\ ^ , 0 

Stewart invievs. >fl rvi ;n and Ks a; urtlici i \ - ievs of fan. 

k s s > s <. S <. a t N s 0 n s 1 <• t t ) 1 

CONCLUSION 

1 is now in good and prop . 
< ! of :a V-! ,.!,;.! >-\asve >■ earner; b 1 
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i);ue: February 3, 2010 _ LVn il «t 

Donald R U s $ ( p 
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Falls Church, VA 22042 
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